). In much smaller, perhaps less obvious ways, Nature Reviews Cancer has also been through some highs and lows in 2018.
In May we published an article by Mel Greaves discussing evidence supporting the hypothesis that infections early in life reduce the risk of childhood common B cell precursor acute lymphoblastic leukaemia development 6 . This received global media attention from nearly 100 news outlets, including BBC News and CNN, and was tweeted >600 times -all rather unusual for a review article. More recently, we have published two excellent article collections on The Tumour Microenvironment and on Haematological Cancer (joint with Nature Reviews Clinical Oncology) that we hope are useful to our readers.
We have also made some changes and introduced several new policies and initiatives on the journal to improve our services to our authors, peer reviewers and readers. Some of these are easily visible, such as a new-look website and changes to our article pages to improve readability and navigation within an article.
We've been making changes behind the scenes as well, with the ultimate aim of making the publication of an article quicker, more efficient and less manual. To achieve this, virtually every aspect of the post-acceptance copy editing and production process has changed. Perhaps not surprisingly, the introduction of new systems and workflows has been challenging, and we thank all of our authors for bearing with us while we address these issues.
On a more positive note, in late 2017 we began a trial to formally acknowledge the contribution of referees to the external peer review of manuscripts by naming referees on published articles, if both authors and referees opt in. After 12 months, we found that 82% of Nature Reviews Cancer authors and 70% of our referees opted in to this trial. Because of this high uptake and the positive feedback we received on the trial, this initiative will continue on the journal in 2019.
Also, in August we began requesting that all corresponding authors of accepted papers provide their Open Researcher and Contributor Identifier (ORCID). ORCIDs are included in the published article and are important to ensure that all authors are given unambiguous credit for their work.
In addition, increasing the diversity of our authors and peer reviewers has been on the editorial team's radar for some time, but we know we can do better. Therefore, we recently began reminding commissioned authors and peer reviewers who are unable to review an article that we strive towards a diverse demographic representation and to keep this in mind when they consider co-authors or recommend alternative reviewers.
Thank you to all of our readers and to those who wrote (or agreed to write) and peer reviewed articles for us in 2018. We are very much looking forward to sharing the content and special projects we have lined up for 2019.
